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(i) What is the meaning of the Greek preposition eis in Matt. 10:41 , 
j 2. -41; Rom. 4:202 (2) If the preposition in these cases looks to things 
^already received or done, is there any grammatical reason why it shoula 
not so look to repentance, in Matt. J : //, and in Acts 2:38? 

(1) The preposition means "at," "looking at ;" is nearly equivalent 
to "in response to." (2) There is no strictly grammatical reason 
why it should not have the same force in Matt. 3:11, and Acts 2 : 38 ; 
but the telic force is so much more common, and so much more 
obvious in these latter cases, that the writer would probably have 
chosen some other form of expression, less open to misunderstanding, 
if he had desired to express the idea you suggest. 

It is a general principle of interpretation that an unusual sense must 
not be given to a word, in a connection in which the usual sense is 
more appropriate and more obvious, because it is the habit of men in 
writing or speaking to avoid using a word in an unusual sense where 
.a more usual sense is obviously suggested. To do otherwise in speak- 
ing would be to expose one's self to not only the danger, but almost the 
certainty, of being misunderstood. To do otherwise in interpretation 
is to ignore the fact that the rules of interpretation are simply the 
converse of the habits of expression. 

In the Biblical World for July, i8q8, Dr. Hayman cites many 
so-called allusions in the New Testament to the book of Enoch. Most of 
these allusions are to passages found in chaps. 37-72 in the book of Enoch. 
These chapters are declared by Hilgenfeld, Tidemann, Philippi, Weiss, 
Vernes, and Drummond to be of Christian origin. If that is so, the bor- 
rowing is all the other way. What I protest against is for the Biblical 
World to publish such an article without the least hint that such dis- 
tinguished scholars condemn the position taken. 

The question as to the time of composition of chaps. 37-72 of the 
book of Enoch is still open. The editors of the Biblical World 
themselves are not agreed upon the matter. Dr. Hayman, however, has 
plenty of good company in his position, and it has been customary in the 
Biblical World to let each contributor speak for himself, and, as our 
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index will show, to publish articles upon both sides of disputed ques- 
tions that deserve such attention. And, on the whole, is this not 
more advisable than uncompromising conformity ? 

(i) Which is the better, Alfred's "Greek Testament," or Meyer's "Crit- 
ical Commentary on the New Testament"? If one is better than the 
other, wherein is it better ? (2) If a person has " The International 
Critical Commentary on the New Testament" would Alfred or Meyer be 
an additional help ? (3) Is the judicious use of a homiletical commentary , 
such, for example, as " The Pulpit Commentary" advisable ? 

(1) The two are constructed on different plans, but Meyer is doubt- 
lessthe more exhaustive. It is also more critical. (2) Yes, but not 
absolutely needed, except for special study. (3) Yes, if a man is 
unwilling to do his own work. The Pulpit Commentary is as good as 
any of its class. 

(1) Are the phrases " kingdom of God," "kingdom of heaven," and 
"kingdom of His dear Son" synonymous expressions ? (2) What is your 
definition of the kingdom ? (3) Is the church the kingdom ? If not, what 
is the distinction ? (4) What is the best book on the subject besides the 
Bible? 

(1) They are synonymous. (2) The kingdom of God is that ideal 
social order in which the relationship of men to God is analogous 
to that of sons to fathers, and in consequence the relation of men 
to each other is analogous to that of brothers. An interesting sym- 
posium upon the subject will be found in the Biblical World for 
July, 1898. (3) The church is not the kingdom unless it be so defined. 
More properly it is to be considered as the kingdom of God in its 
religious aspect, just as the family is the phase of the kingdom of God 
in another aspect. (4) There is no altogether satisfactory book upon 
the subject. Perhaps the book by Bruce, The Kingdom of God, is as 
good as any. The discussion of Wendt, however, is more thorough 
and should not be overlooked. The definition here given is that of 
Mathews in his Social Teaching of fesus, chap. iii. 

Was the wine made by Jesus at the marriage at Cana fermented ? 
Undoubtedly. 

What is meant by the mammon of unrighteousness ? 
Money. 



